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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 are subject to examination. 

Priority 

2. Applicant's claim for domestic priority (U.S. Provisional Patent application number 
60/462,662) under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) is acknowledged. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected. Some of the informalities are: 

i. Parargraph 9, page 3, line 2, states, "client size script", which should be, 
—client side script-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

4. The figures 1-8 filed on 08/05/2004 are acknowledged. 



Claim Objections 

5. Claims 6, 15 and 19 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 6, line 2, is missing "." (period) after "the frequencies". 

Claim 15 mentions, "A method of claim 1, wherein the method is provided for in 
processor executable form", which should be " The method of claim 1 , wherein the method is 
provided fe? in processor executable form". 
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Claim 19, line 5, mentions, "the cookie has been accessed the object oi", which should be 
"the cookie has been accessed by the object oi". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7. Claims 1-14 and 16 are software per see that is not tangibly embodied on a computer 
readable medium and therefore lacks a practical application because it alone cannot produce its 
intended outcome. The claimed subject matter of claims 1-14 and 16 do not contain physical 
entity to carry out the claimed method steps. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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9. Claims 1-5, 7, 1 1-15, 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Steinman et al., U.S. Publication 2003/0105663, June 5, 2003, "Network-based Sweepstakes 
system and method" (Hereinafter Steinman). 

10. As per claim 1, Steinman teaches a method (paragraph 4, page 1) for calculating 
(determine number of accesses, paragraph 6, page 1) reach (accessing website, paragraph 4, page 
1) of a web object (website, paragraph 4, page 1) using counter cookies (cookies containing 
information on number of times the website is accessed, paragraph 13, page 1; paragraph 14, 
page 2). 

11. As per claim 2, Steinman teaches wherein at least one frequency of exposure (daily, 
monthly, yearly, access, paragraph 6, page 1) of the web object (website, paragraph 4, page 1) is 
calculated (determine number of accesses, paragraph 6, page 1) using the counter cookies 
(cookies containing information on number of times the website is accessed, paragraph 13, page 
1; paragraph 14, page 2). 

12. As per claim 3, Steinman teaches wherein the effective reach (e.g., comparative number 
of accesses to a website with respect to others, paragraph 6, page 1, daily, monthly, yearly, 
access, paragraph 6, page 1) of the web object (website, paragraph 4, page 1) is calculated 
(determine number of accesses, paragraph 6, page 1) using the counter cookies (determine 
number of accesses, paragraph 6, page 1). 
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13. As per claim 4, Steinman teaches wherein the reach comprises the number of users (each 
user accessing the website, paragraph 25, page 2) that access the object over a period of time 
(within twenty-four hours, paragraph 35). 

14. As per claim 5, Steinman teaches wherein the at least one frequency comprises the 
number of users (each user accessing the website, paragraph 25, page 2) that access the object a 
given number of times (maximum number, paragraph 14, lines 15-25, page 2) over a period of 
time (within twenty-four hours, paragraph 35). 

15. As per claim 7, Steinman teaches wherein the counter cookies are stored in an access log 
file (file containing cookies information, paragraph 30, page 3) with a unique user identification 
(unique user ID, paragraph 15, page 2). 

16. As per claim 11, Steinman teaches wherein the counter cookies can be incremented 
(incremental of cookies information, paragraph 32, page 3), using at client side script (e.g., usage 
of javascript, paragraph 32, page 3). 

17. As per claim 12, Steinman teaches wherein each of the cookies includes a variable pair 
(number of accesses, website information, paragraph 31, page 3) with a first variable providing a 
count of accesses (number of accesses, paragraph 3 1 , page 3) and a second variable identifying a 
web object (website information, paragraph 31, page 3). 
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18. As per claim 13, Steinman teaches wherein each cookie is associated with a set of 
properties (user ID information, paragraph 30, page 3, path information, paragraph 31, page 3, 
expiration time information, paragraph 28, page 3). 

19. As per claim 14, Steinman teaches wherein the properties comprise user identification 
(user ID information, paragraph 30, page 3). 

20. As per claim 15, Steinman teaches the method is provided for in processor executable 
form (paragraph 15, page 2) and stored in memory (e.g., paragraph 12, page 1). 

21 . As per claim 17, Steinman teaches a method (paragraph 4, page 1) for counting 
(determine number of accesses, paragraph 6, page 1) user accesses (accessing website, paragraph 
4, page 1) to a web object (website, paragraph 4, page 1) the method comprising: 

identifying an event (retrieving information for the user, paragraph 7, page 1) when a user 
accesses (user accessing website, paragraph 13, page 1; paragraph 14, page 2) the web object 
(website, paragraph 4, page 1); 

incrementing (incremental of cookies information, paragraph 32, page 3) a counter 
cookie (cookies containing information on number of times the website is accessed, paragraph 
13, page 1 ; paragraph 14, page 2), the counter cookie comprising a pair of variables (number of 
accesses, website information, paragraph 31, page 3) including a first variable identifying the 
web object (website information, paragraph 3 1 , page 3) and a second variable providing the 
count (number of accesses, paragraph 31, page 3); and 
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storing (e.g., paragraph 12, page 1) the counter cookie in an access log (file / database 
containing cookies information, paragraph 30, page 3) with a user identification (user ID 
information, paragraph 30, page 3). 

22. As per claim 19, Steinman teaches a method (paragraph 4, page 1) for determining access 
(determine number of accesses, paragraph 6, page 1) to web objects (websites / website portions, 
paragraph 14, page 2) comprising: 

establishing a set of events (retrieving information for a user, displaying user's 
information, paragraph 7, page 1), each event defined by a user, ni (number of accesses by a 
user, paragraph 31, page 3) and web object oi (website information, paragraph 31, page 3) 
making up a pair <ni,oi> (number of accesses, website information, paragraph 31, page 3), 
where i is an integer (number of accesses); 

setting a cookie value when an event occurs (e.g., setting of current number of daily / 
monthly / yearly information in a cookie, paragraph 28, page 3), the cookie value (cookies 
containing information on number of times the website is accessed, paragraph 13, page 1; 
paragraph 14, page 2) providing a count ci of times (incremental of cookies information, 
paragraph 32, page 3) the cookie has been accessed (number of accesses, website information, 
paragraph 31, page 3) the object oi (website information, paragraph 31, page 3); and 

storing (e.g., paragraph 12, page 1) the cookie value ci (cookies containing information 
on number of times the website is accessed, paragraph 13, page 1; paragraph 14, page 2) and the 
user ni (number of accesses by a user, paragraph 31, page 3) as a pair <ni,ci> (number of 
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accesses by a user, website information, paragraph 31, page 3) in an access log (file / database 
containing cookies information, paragraph 30, page 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

24. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinman in view 
of Bradley et al., U.S. Publication 2002/0186237, Dec. 12, 2002, "Method and system for 
displaying analytics about a website and its contents" (Hereinafter Bradley). 

25. As per claim 6, Steinman teaches wherein the effective reach (e.g., comparative number 
of accesses to a website with respect to others, paragraph 6, page 1, daily, monthly, yearly, 
access, paragraph 6, page 1) comprises comparative number of users accessing the object 
(website, paragraph 4, page 1) at a particular one of the frequencies (daily, monthly, yearly, 
access, paragraph 6, page 1). 

However, Steinman does not disclose percentage of users. 

Bradley discloses usage of percentage of users (e.g., paragraphs 41, 42, 71 and 72, page 

3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Bradley in order to 
facilitate usage of percentage of users because the percentage metric would support indicating 
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rate of change of the users. The rate of change information (i.e., percentage) regarding the users 
would enhance, representing information of the users at a particular instance, and representing 
number of users accessing the object within a defined amount of time. 

26. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinman in view 
of Moore, U.S. Publication 2003/01 15216, "Methods and systems for developing market 
intelligence", June 19, 2003 (Hereinafter Moore). 

27. As per claim 8, Steinman teaches using access logs (multiple databases containing user 
related information, paragraph 26, lines 21-28) associated with the cookies. 

However, Steinman does not disclose each access log provided for a different 
demographic region. 

Moore discloses the concept of each access log provided for a different demographic 
region (paragraph 16, page 2, paragraph 25, page 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Moore in order to facilitate 
usage of each access log provided for a different demographic region because a different log 
available for each demographic region would provide information specific to the particular 
demographic region. Having demographic region specific information stored in different logs 
would enhance accessing the information faster from the respective log. The different logs would 
support storing demographic region specific cookies. 
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28. Claims 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinman 
in view of Angles, U.S. Publication, 2002/0128925, Sep. 12, 2002, "System and method for 
detecting and reporting online activity using real-time content-based network monitoring" 
(Hereinafter Angles). 

29. As per claim 9, Steinman teaches the claimed limitations as rejected under claim 1 . 
However, Steinman does not disclose using web beacons for counting the events for the object 
that are accessed from cache. 

Angles discloses the concept of using web beacons (paragraph 16, page 2) for counting 
the events (e.g., paragraph 32, page 3, table 6, lines 8-15, table 7, lines 5 - 15, page 1 1) for the 
object that are accessed from cache (e.g., paragraph 47, page 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Angles in order to 
facilitate using web beacons for counting the events for the object that are accessed from cache 
because the web beacons would support reporting activity related the object. The counting 
would report how many events occurred for accessing the object from cache. The web beacons 
would provide a code means for counting events regarding the object. The event counts would 
support information for calculating access of the object. 

30. As per claim 18, Steinman teaches the claimed limitations as rejected under claim 17. 
However, Steinman does not disclose retrieving a web beacon for the web object. 

Angles discloses the concept of retrieving (e.g., paragraph 47, page 4) a web beacon 
(paragraph 16, page 2) for the web object. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Angles in order to 
facilitate retrieving a web beacon for the web object because the web beacon would support 
reporting activity related the web object. The retrieving would provide information regarding the 
web object. The web beacon would provide a code means for containing information regarding 
the object over the web. The retrieved web beacon would support information for calculating 
access of the object. 

31. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinman in view 
of Vange et al., U.S. Publication 2002/0023159, Feb. 21, 2002, "HTTP Redirector" (Hereinafter 
Vange). 

32. As per claim 10, Steinman teaches the claimed limitations as rejected under claim 1 . 
However, Steinman does not disclose a single cookie is used to count the events for all objects in 
a domain. 

Vange disclose the concept of using a single cookie is used to count the events for all 
objects in a domain (e.g., paragraphs 119, 120, page 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Vange in order to facilitate 
using a single cookie is used to count the events for all objects in a domain because the single 
cookie would enhance counting events related to domain objects. The counting would include 
the events for all the objects that belong to same domain. The single domain-specific cookie 
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would provide a means for counting events regarding the objects of one domain. The counter 
value for the events would support information for calculating access of the object(s). 

33. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinman in view 
of Glommen et al., 6,393,479 (Hereinafter Glommen). 

34. As per claim 16, Steinman teaches claimed limitations rejected under claim 1. However, 
Steinman does not disclose the web object comprising an advertisement. 

Glommen discloses the web object comprising an advertisement (lines 27 - 32, page 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Glommen in order to 
facilitate the web object comprising an advertisement because the advertisement would be 
supported by the web object. The web object would provide advertisement information available 
over the web. The advertisement supported by the web object would be available for accessing 
the web object. The counter cookies would support calculating accessing the advertisement of 
the web object. 

35. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Steinman in view 
of Reiner et al., U.S. Publication, 2003/0023715, "System and method for logical view analysis 
and visualization of user behavior in a distributed computer network" (Hereinafter Reiner). 

36. As per claim 20, Steinman teaches determining unique visitors (unique users accessing 
website, paragraph 15, page 2) of a web object (website, paragraph 14, page 2) by using the 
access log (file / database containing cookies information, paragraph 30, page 3) for different 
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ones of the users ni (unique users accessing website, paragraph 15, page 2) that accessed the 
object oi (website, paragraph 14, page 2). 

However, Steinman does not disclose determining the number of visitors to count the 
number of visitors. 

Reiner discloses the concept of determining the number of visitors to count the number of 
visitors (paragraph 77, page 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Steinman with the teachings of Reiner in order to facilitate 
determining the number of visitors to count the number of visitors because the determination 
would indicate how many visitors accessed the object. The count of how many visitors accessed 
the website would provide support representing information of the users access to the web object 
within a defined amount of time. 



Conclusion 

37. The prior art made of record (see form PTO-892) and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Haresh Patel 
October 19, 2005 




